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The undersigncd "SkyTel" entities submit as follows: 



Introduction. The information in this filing was submitted in this proceeding previously 

by email with hard eopy also filed and served. (Statements in the original email texts of the 

below as to how the emails would be filed and served in hard copy are not included in the 

following re-presented text.) The instant filing is presented using double spaced tcxt and other 

fonnatting not in said alrcady-filed copy. SkyTel notes that before the Wireless Bureau, email to 

and from FCC staff is often used far interim and other decision requests and actions, without use 

of attached pleadings in formal format. In addition, section 1.49 includes: 

§ 1.4_9 Specifications as to pleadings and docllments. 

* * * * 
(e) Petitions, pleadings, and other documents associated with licensing matters in 

the Wireless Radio Services may be filed electronically in LJLS. See § 22.6 for 
speci lications. 

1I0wever, Section 22.6 docs not currently exist,1 and thus, there arc no specifications as to 

pleadings and documents associated with licensing matters in the Wireless Radio Services. The 

instant pleading is associated with licensing matters in the Wireless Radio Services. Thus, it 

docs not appear, or is not clear, that this pleading must be resubmitted as is hereby presented. 

I-!crein, "f" means the undersigned on behalfofthe SkyTel entities. 

We reference: 
From: Kathy Han-is <Kathy.Harris~!Jrcc gov> 
To: Warren Havens <warren.havens@sbcglobal.net> 
Sent: Fri. April 8, 20 I I I :58 :36 PM 
Suhject: RE: Your YM message from yesterday 

Mr. Ilavens - Wc have conlirml!d what vou pointed out -- that section 22.6 no longer exists That rule SCI 

rorth requircments ror making certain filings in Illicrolichc Eventually. that cross-rckrencc will be 
deleted . 

Kathy HarriS 
Deputy ChicI', Mobility I)ivisiol\ 
Wireless I clccolllmunications Bureau 
Federal COlllmunications Commiss iun 
202418.0609 



1. The address for service to thc SkyTcl Entities in the Hearing (until we obtain new legal 
counsel and said counsel enters and appearance) is: 

SkyTel Entities 
c/o Atlis Wireless LtC 
2509 Stuart Street 
Berkeley CA 94705 
Attn: Jimmy Stobaugh 
(510) 841 2230- phone 

Do not use cert(fied or signature-required mail or courier service: that may cause delay or non-

delivery. (/0 party wants delivery confirmation, we can provide that by email, if the party 

agrees to the same. 

2. Mari time and others in this HearinK h_,!y.e JDe £ibovc addn:ss al ready, jJ~lt stj 11, I 

The above address is on thc SkyTel entities' pleadings challenging Maritime and the 

Applicants in this Hearing that were filed on ULS against the Applications captioned in the 

HDO, FCC 11-64. 

That address information is in accord with rulc sec. 1.47(d) ( ... Iast known address ... ). 

Sec. 1.47 and service thereunder applieds to this Hearing. 

Thus, there was no requirement for the SkyTel Entities to, again. provide the servicc 

address above. 

3. In addition, the prcceding l"U1ihcr demonstratcs that the Maritime presentations in 

this ['Tearing that were not served on SkyTel after the Drinker law firm withdrawal (none of 

reported as such bclow to the FCC OGe. 

4. SkyTel asserts prejudice in this regard. including as a basis u./exlension of time to 

respond 1o, and for reconsideration 0(, any malter in this Hearing, based 011 the time period 



involved in these Maritime impermissible ex parte· presentations. SkyTel reserves all other rights 

il1 this regard 

From: Warren Havens <warrcn.haven~@sbcgl()bal.net> 

'I'll: "Marlene.Dortch@fcc.gov" < Marlene.Dortch~l) rcc .gov>; Rich~rd Sippel <Richard.Sippel @ rcc.gov> ; Pascal 
Molcus <PascaI.Molcus@ t'cc.gov> ; Mary Gosse < Mary Gosse@ 1Cc.gov> : 'Patrici a Ducksworth' 
<Patricia.Ducksworth @fcc .gov> 
Cc: Albert J. Catalano <ajc @ catalanoplache.com>: Charles A. 7.dcbski <czdebski @eckcrtscamans.com>: Eric 
Schwalb <eschwalb@eckertseamans.com>: Gary Schonman <Gary .Schonman@fcc.gov> ; Harry Cole 
<colc@lbhlaw.com>; Howard Liberman <Howard,Libcnmn@ dbr com>; Jack Richards < richards(fl)khlaw com>; 
JC[Tery Sheldon <jsheldon (fll fr ,colll> ; Jimmy Stobaugh <jstobaugh@telesaurus.col11>; Kurt DeSoto 
< kdesoto(fl)wileyrcin.com> : Loura Phillips <Laura Phillips(!l;dbr.com > ; Matthew I'lache 
<mjp @ cat,danoplac he com >: Pamcla Kane <Pamela.Kanl! (!I! fcc .gov> ; Patricia Paolella 
< tpaoletta((~, wiltshi regrannis .c ol11>; Patrick McFadden < Pa trick.M c FacJden«l)dbr com > ; Paul F eldm,lIl 
< feldman(!I.; thhlaw com> : ""r.ik (!~telcomlaw .com"" <rjk@ telcoml <lw .com >; Robert Guruss <gurss@ lhhlaw com> ; 
Terry Cavanaugh <Terry .Cava naugh @ fcc.gov >; \Yes Wright < \o\right@ khlaw com>: ""Millcr. Robcrt '''' 
<rm i Iler@gardere .com > 
Sent: Wednesday, February 8, 2012 10:34 PM 
Suhject: Re: Re SkyTcl act ion to obtain new counsel, EB Docket No. 11-71 

;;J!l2J1kmeDLQi FeJ?_ 9_,)_QJJ ml!_sl~rJ:Uim~) 
tC21h9J1eIQv\/ g920 rt.oJ febrLl~ry~,1_012_· 

I. SkyTel hereby reiterates its objection to the withdrawal of Drinker for reasons 

stated in this proceeding and details provided to the AU in camera . 

2. SkyTel also reiterates its objection I stated at the hearing of January 25, 2012 

regarding the AU proving so little time-- only a week. excluding required travel time of myself 

for the MCLM bankruptcy matters, which I explained-- to obtain replacement counsel, in which I 

also indicated circumstances noted in this Supplement and the below Report. 

3. Drinker was handling for the SkyTel entities not only this Hearing, but over a half 

dozen other major lcgalmatters, some related to this I [caring, e.g., the Maritime bankruptcy, the 

parallel SkyTel petitions challenging MCLM and its actions in and related to Auction 61 pending 

before the FCC, and the US District Court action I indicate in item 2 of my January 22 email 

below (which claims were brought into said bankruptcy in a SkyTel proof or claim, and that also 
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may become dispositive of all of the MCLM I icenses, independent of determinations in this 

llearing). A number of those cases have near-term deadlines for SkyTel to meet with 

replacement counsel. As in this Hearing, Drinker took no action to allow for an orderly 

transition to new counsel in those matters, and misrepresented the actual reasons for its 

abandonment with no advance notice. 

4. While the AU commented orally at the January 22 hcaring that the Drinker finn 

is a good firm, that general comment is not relevant (whether true or not) to this particular 

situation. To the extent that comment ref1ectcd a finding or view in support of the effective one­

week-only period to get new counsel (such as: as if SkyTel is to blame /'()r the "good linn's" 

withdrawal), SkyTel objects and has records to demonstrate the basis of its objection. 

S. As reported below, SkyTel is diligently pursuing new counsel, but --

(i) the short deadlines to get new counsel in this Hearing and other cases noted abovc-- which 

appear substantially caused by Drinker misrepresenting the actual reasons for the withdrawals (as 

could have been fully expected, this set up oppositions by adversaries to requested reasonable 

time to get new counsel, where they suggesting somc wrong action by SkyTel, and this also set 

up considerations by authorities involved as to shortening said requested time, assuming the 

altol11eys or their profession arc likely not to blame but the client is as the withdrawing attorney 

indicated), 

(ii) the number orcases involved that Drinker dropped, 

(iii) the required specialization needed of new counsel, 

(iv) the need J()r SkyTel to explain confidentially the actual reasons ror the Drinker 

firm's withdrawal to at least partly allay concerns or candidate counsel (and allow them time to 

consider as they may chose, including review or relevant records), and 



(iv) the conflict issues (SkyTel entities is involved in many radio services and new 

wireless businesses, and there arc many entities in this and other fields that pose direct and 

ot herwisc serious confl icts) --

in the aggregate make this a complicated undertaking to obtain new counsel not possible to 

complete in a short time [fame in any practical and reasonable business sense and without 

serious prejudice to SkyTel. 

6 Rushing this process of SkyTel getting new counsel will only result in substantial 

risk of another crisis like that caused by the Drinker withdrawals, and may also triggcr appeals 

on the merits. 

7. Also, there is no credible suggestion and no proof of any prejudice to Llny other 

party (other than SkyTel) with regard to SkyTel not having counsel in this Hearing for a period 

of time, (lnd this Hearing case hasn't been moving swiftly even before the Drinker withdrawal, or 

alterward. The fact is that this Hearing only came about due to the pro se pleadings and 

prosecution of its case against MCLM and alTiliates before, during, and after Auction 61 as in 

part reflected in the HDO FCC 11-64. Practically, SkyTel can continue pro se participation in 

this Hearing until it obtains new counsel, and equitably it has a far lllorc sound and demollstrable 

claim to do so in the public interest than any other party in the I [caring may assert, with or 

without counsel. 

g In this regard, SkyTel docs not believe that may be requit'ed to be represented 

by counsel to participate in this hearing under applicable law. FCC rule sec. 1.224 is not 

applicable to SkyTel entities since they arc not entities described under 1.224(a). Sec. 1.221 (d) 

and (e) -- SkyTei entities all satisfied these conditions with regard to this IIearing, and arc thus 

participating Parties. There is no requirement for usc of counsel to appear as or participate as 

(j 



Parties. Moreover, Sec. 6(a) of the Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U.S .c. *555(b) (1976), 

grants the claimant the right to be represented by counsel at the hearing. However, this right 

need not be exercised fully, or for a period of time in an adjudication. "A party is entitled to 

appear in person or by or with counselor other duly qualified representative in an agency 

proceeding." (Here, but for the wrongful withdrawal by Drinker (which is clear in SkyTel-

Drinker communication records, and in DC bar association rules as to improper abandonment of 

a case), this would not be an issue.) For example, in a case, an administrative law judge abused 

. his discrction on the facts of the case in dcnying requests for continuance by claimant to obtain 

legal counsel, where claimant had not waived right to counseL and where the Administrative 

Procedure Act provides for right to counsel in administrative hearings. Johnson v. Director, 

OWCP, 9 BLR 1-218, 1-220 (1986). 20 C.F.R. ~725.362(b) and the holding of the Board in 

Shapell v. Director, OWCP, 7 I3LR 1-304 (1984) , recognize the policy concerns il11plicit in 

allowing claimants to procccd without cOllnse l. 

9 In this regard , SkyTel asserts constitutional due process rights and rights to 

normal service under the applicable rules. SkyTel objccted in an email earlier today to Maritime 

counsel, in this rcgard, including as to impem1issiblc cx part presentations by Maritime. 

10. In addition, SkyTel reserves all rights, ilnd objects to any other evcnts , actions, or 

omissions ol'which Sky tel has not had notice and an opportunity 10 be heard after the Drinker 

motion to withdraw was riled and up to the time it obtains replacement counsel and said counsel 

has filed its appearance and served the parties. 

From: Warren Havens <warren.havclls(((; sbcglob.il .llel 
To: "Marlcne.Dortch(ilj 1'cc gOY" <Marlclll;.j)orl~h~l}fcc.gov> ; R ichard Sippel <Richard.Sippel@rcc.glw>; 1'asc,11 
Molcus <PascaI.Moleus@fcc gov> : Mary Gosse < Mary Ciossc(aj rcc.gov>: 'Patricia Ducksworth' 
< Patricia.Ducksworth~~rcc gOY> 
Cc: Atbert J. Catalano <ajc ~I? catalalloplachc com> : eharle;; A . 7lkbski <CI.dcbski@eckcrlscamans.com>; Eric 
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Schwalb <cschwalb@cckerts~amalls.C()I1l>: Gary Schollmnn <Gary.Schonman@fcc gOY>; I larry Colt: 
<colc@fhhlaw.com>; Howard Liberman <Howard.Liberman@dbr.com>; Jack Richards <richards@khlaw.co111>; 
Jcl'fcry Sheldon <jshcldon@fr.com>; Jimmy Stobaugh <jslobaugh@tclesaurus.com>; Kul"t DeSolo 
<kdesoto(fiiwilcyrein.com>; Laura Phill ips <Laura.Phill ips@dbr.com>: M,lrk Gri flith <mgri f'lith@telesaurus.com>; 
Matthew Plache <mjp@catalanoplache.com>; Pamela Kane <l'amela.Kanc@fcc gOY>; Palricia Pnolclla 
<tpaoIClla@wiltshircgrannis.com>; Patrick McFaddcn <Palrick.McFadden@dbr.com>; Pau I feldman 
<feldman(i'I?E11hlaw.com>; ""rjk@lclcomlaw com'''' <rjk(r~lclco\lllaw.com>: Robert Guruss <gurssCci;1l1hlaw com>: 
Terry Cavanaugh <Tel ry.Cavanaugh0j fce.gov>: Wes Wright <wrighl(ii}kh Iuw.c()\ll>; ''''Mil lei', Roben"" 
<rmi Iler@gardere.c()\ll> 
Sl'nt: Wednesday, February g, 2012 R:59 PM 
Suhject: Re SkyTel action to obtain new counsel. U3 Docket No 11-71 

This will be filed in paper copy also in this proceeding with the Office of the Secretary 

This is a report to Mr. Sippel (the ALI) regarding SkyTel efforts to obtain new counsel after the 

withdrawal of the Drinker fiml subject to the below email, my subsequent submission to the AU 

in camera, and of Order FCC 12M-7, second page, second to last Order. 

Since this seCtrch Cor new counsel is ongoing and involved confidential review of 

candidates, and other matters that, ifpublicly disclosed, would impede this undertaking, I do not 

give details here, but can provide them to the AU in camera, iCthat is reqllesled. 

SkyTel has daily, after and before the Order (from the date of the Drinker email notice to 

SkyTel that it was abandoning the representation and advice for purposes of this Hearing (and 

many other legal cases or SkyTel in the nation) made it priority to obtain new counsel. It 

pursues this directly and via assistance of several attorneys with a practice of nssisting companies 

in searching for appropriate legal counsel. and qualifying thelll, and setting us effective relations. 

This has involved contacting and cOlllmunications with partners at many (over six) major I(lW 

linns with communication practices, rejecting many others due to discovery oj' conflicts upon 

initial review, and a similar number of smaller firm. The process is not simple to complete, as it 

involves consideration or not only matters in this Hearing but other matters of SkyTel involving 

H~C law pending before the FCC (and some pending in US courts). 

SkyTel has narrowed the field and expects in the ncar future to retain a replacement firm. 



SkyTel will continue to focus on this errort to the best of its ability. 

The Drinker firm, as [ disclose to the AU in camera, fully withdraw I'rom any assistance 

to SkyTel, and nothing changed that to this date. It also acted contrary to my instruction as far as 

informing the AU of the actual rcasons for its withdrawal, which is detrimental to obtaining new 

counsel. 

However, I will ask the Drinker firm to also submit a filing in support of this report. 

PI (;,idelll 
Skl/'ric(l:e S'/Wi (rum FOI(I1(/l1liOI/ 
.'\ I'I.IS Wire!.:ss I.I.C 
\ lC i 1.1 C 
Fin IrOllllll'nlcl LI.C 
\ : .. ' 1 dc s\ ,,1 Cill , I I C 
T,'\( , auru, iloldings (il\ LI C 
1111l:l l i~cIl1 l'ransportal lUll & ~'I()llil ' lril1~ Wile","" I 1 ( 
H·:d; .:lev C:llil'oI'l1IU 
l \ ' tl: \~};h;/t,}tlJ ' ~\Uir,'n hl1\ \ n ~ l\i/(';1 

~Irl ~41 2:':20 x,O 
~ 10 :-;4~ 7797 -direct 

From: WalTcn Havens <warn:n.havens@sbeglobal.nct> 
To: "Marlenc Dorteh(ill, J'ce.gov" <Marlene.Dortch(li}rec.gov>; Richard Sippel <Richard .Sippcl@rcc gOY>; Pascal 
Molcus <PaseaI.Moleus@ rcc.gov>: Mary Gosse <Mary .Gosse(l./j ICc gOY>: 'Patricia DucksWOl'th' 
<Patrie i a.D uc ksworth(d)fec .gov> 
Cc: Albert.l. Catalano <ajc@catalanoplache.com>: Charles A. 7.dcbski <czdebski1t!eckerls-=amans.eolll>: I~ric 
Schwalb <cschwalb@cckertscamans.com>; Gary Schonmal1 <Ciary.Schol1man(I';rcc gov>; \larry Cole 
<coICt?i.'n1hlaw.eom>; Howard Liberman <I loward LibeI'lTI<ln(a)dbr com>; .lack Rich<lrd~ <richards(ll)kldaw.col\1> : 
Jcf'kry Sheldon <jshcldon({rirr.com>: Jimmy Slobaugh < jsloballgh(iiJlelesaurus com>: Kurt DcSoto 
<kcll:soto(fl!.will:yrcin.com>; Laura Phillips <Laura.Phillips@dbrcom>; Mark Grif'lith <mgriITith@telesaurlls.com>: 
Matthew Plaehe <mjp@calHlanoplnehe.com>; Pamela Kane < l'amela.Kam:({I?rcc.gov>; Palricia Paolella 
<tpaoletla(!l)wiltshircgrannis.l·om> ; Patrick McT'adden <Palrick.Mcraclden(li;dbr com>: Paul Feldman 
<relclmanGI'f11hlaw.com>; ""rjkt?ytdcomlaw.com"" <rjk@leleomlulV.com>: Robert Gurus> <gurss(lr}lhhlaw com>: 
Terry Cavnnaugh <Terry.CClvanaugh@fec.gov>; Wes Wright <wrighl@khIHw.com>; ""Miller, Robert"" 
<rmiller@gurdere.eom>; Warren Ilavens <warrcn.havens@sbcglobal.nel> 
Sent: S.untlay, January 22, 2012 10:20 PM 
Subject: Fl~ Docket No. 11-71. I) Drinker motion to dismiss 2) USDC action rel<lted to th is FCC heal·ing. 

E13 Docket No. 11-71. 

In the Matter of Maritime Communications/ Land Mobile LLC: Auction 61 und Assignment 
ApplicCltions. 

To: Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary 
Attn: Chief Administrative Law Judge Riehard L. Sippel 

C) 



L K~gq,.djl1g fhe: n1Qlir~n tOH'ilh(jrqlJji/~c£bylhe))rjYikerIHcidle!gH'ijr!11J"J)1l'1{1-'1f!i/~' 

,1'uppjc:flJ_enl [ljJ~_IJdohorl"): 

DB is aware orthe SkyTel position and requests in relation to the Motion. 

SkyTel is in the process of obtaining procedural und substantive advice regarding thl: 

Motion and diligently seeking replacement counsl:1 for good cause. 

tJntil then, [ do not believe I should substantively address this matter: [ am not a lawyer, 

this is a ronnal hearing, and for other reasons. In addition, SkyTel's other legal counsel do not 

practice ill FCC law matters. 

I am of course willing to provide any infon11ation that you may requirl: regarding Motion 

or other matters in this hl:aring. 

As for thl: Muritillle charactcrization of the Motion supplement, I believe it is 

diversionary. What is "grave" are the matters described in the lIDO OSC, FCC I I-M (the 

"I !DO"), and Maritime evasion disclosing the required information. It has been close to 7 years 

for most of that, and longer for some (in the Mobex period). That is the cause of this hearing, 

and its eUlTent status. SkyTel was the entity that pursued the relevant facts, law and public 

interest since before auction 61 up to the release of the I !DO: that is the basis of the HDO. In 

releasing the !-IDO, the Commission validated that pursuit (colliparl: the fIDO with SkyTcl 

pleadings before the WTB including its still-pending Application for [{,eview, which is not part 

oj' this hearing). The other parties have not contributed to the needed disclosures, but obviollsly 

engaged in due diligence leading to the [-IDO listed Applications. Also, see below. 

Z.Begardin,,"5_ ,):A~vl?"idg~~ el g( FS },J~~Uv'J'/ 01, in JJSJ)is{riclJ:r)lIt/" Ne~ ,fet:'I,,')/.: 

The DJ3 finn has not represented Sky I'el in this case. 

I take this opportunity to address the following as it is relevant to this FCC he<1ring. 
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See attached, in Ilavens e/. al. v. Mubex e/. al. (also styled as noted above), Civ. Action 

No. 11-993 in the US District Coul1, District of New Jersey. The court decided thal SkyTel 

entities may proceed with their Sherman Act 1 case against Maritime and related entities, in 

denying Defendants' omnihus motion to dismiss that claim. (SkyTcl is pursing that claim in both 

that court and in the bankruptcy court handling the Maritime bankruptcy. This may be 

consolidated. The claim is against MCLM and the other Defendants acting in concert for over a 

dccade.) 

The relation to this FCC hearing includes that i r SkyTel entities prevui I in that case, then 

the court may revoke the Maritime licenses. 47 USC ~313. Sec US v RCA. 358 lJ S .. McKeon 

v McC/alchy. 1969 U.S. !Jist. Ll~XIS 10593. 

Any such revocation is based on court jurisdiction apart from FCC authority and actions 

(U,I.,' v RCA), including in this hearing and in any "Second Thursday" proceeding. 

In addition, some parties in this FCC hearing lllay be involved in that court case, initially 

in the discovery phase for reasons apparent in the nature of the Sherman Act I claim as stated in 

the operative Second Amended Complaint. Copy at: 

17111) 11\1\\ 'l1'.,I'crihd. (,()II//c/oe // 9192 J ;: J/Skyhric.~l!,e-v-/\ Ie LM-PSI- CSJ)( ·-.'vJ-20 J I-A II/l'i/ded-

Cornploill/-Sc 

If discovery in this court case as to any entities results in information that is also relevant 

to this FCC hearing, then SkyTel will make it available. 

The preceding mUltiple, previously submitted filings' texts, hereby resubmitted with 

double spaced text and other formatting. are hereby, 

Respectfully Submitted, 

February 10, 2012 
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Warren C. Havens, Ellvirolll11Cntel, LLC, Intelligent 
Transportation and Monitoring Wireless, LLC, Skybridge 
Spectrum Foundutioll, Teles<lurus l loldings CJf3. LtC, and 
Verde Systems, LLe, and V2G LLC 
(together, "Sky'l cI") . 

13y: __ _ 
Warren I ravens 
President of eaeh or the 
SkyTel entities 
c/o Allis Wireless LI.e 
2509 Stuart Street 
13crkelcy CA 94705 
\\'an en I ILl' l'1lS«(! ~bcglob;11.11ct 

.J S tllba_lI gh~'i lLJC"IL!I:US CUITI 

510-X41-2230 
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Certificate of Service 

L Warren Ilavens, certify that I have, on this 101h day of Fcbruary 2012, c(Juscd to be 
served by placing into the USPS mail system with first-class postage affixed. unless otherwise 
Iloted, a copy of the foregoing filing to the following: i 

The Honorable Richard I.. Sippel 
Chief Administrative Law Judge 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 I t h Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Robert 1. Keller 
Law Offices of Robert J. Keller, P.e. 
P.O. Box 33428 
Washington, DC 20033 

Robert J. Miller, Esquire 
Gardere Wynne Sewell LLP 
1 (j0 I Elm Street, Suite 3000 
Dallas, TX 7520 I 

Robert M. Gurss, Esquire 
Palll J. Feldman, Esquirc 
Ilarry F. Cole. Esquire 
Christine Goepp, Esquire 
Fletcher, Heald & Hildreth. P.L.C. 
1300 N Street, I I tl1 Floor 
Arlington, V A 22208 

Kurt E. Desoto, Esquire 
Joshua S. Turner 
Wiley Rein LLP 
1776 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20006 

Dennis C. Brown 
8124 Cooke COllrt. Suite 20 I 
Manassas, VA 20] 09 

Pamela A. Kane, Deputy Chief 
Investigations and Hearing Division 
I': nforcelllcnt Bureau 
Federa I C0111m unications Coml1l ission 
445 Ith Street, S.W., Room 4-C330 
Washington, DC 20554 

I The mailed copy being placed into a USPS drop-box today may be after business hours, and 
there/ore, not be processed by the USPS until the next business day. 
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.lack Richards, Esquire 
Wesley K. Wright. ]':squirc 
Keller anci Heckl11ClIl Ll.!' 
1001 G Street, N.W. 
Suite 500 West 
Washington. DC 2000 I 

;\ Ibert.l. Catalano. Lsquire 
!'vl~\tthew.l. Plache. Esquin:: 
Catalano & Plache. PI.l.C 
]221 M Street. ~.w. 
Washington, DC 20007 

Charles j\. Zdebski, Esquire 
Eric J. Schwalb, Esquire 
Eckert Seamans Chcrin & \IIellott. L[,C 
1717 Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W. 
W,\shing ton, DC 2000(1 

.ldTrcy L Sheldon. I~sqllire 
Fish & Richardson, P.e. 
1425 K Street, N.W. 
I 1:1i 1"lool' 
Washington, DC 20005 

Sandra DePriest 
Maritime Communications/Land Mobile I.I.C 
2 1 ~ North I.ce Street 
Suite] 1 ~ 
;\icx'lIldria. Virgini;\ 2n 14 

Warren Havens 
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